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the mandatory quorum calls for the 
cloture motions filed today, April 7, be 
waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SCHUMER. I yield the floor to 
my colleague and friend from the great 
State of Iowa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa. 

UKRAINE 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, 

lots of pundits are trying to get into 
President Putin’s head and looking for 
some so-called off-ramp. Now, I am not 
a pundit, and I do not pretend to be 
able to read Putin’s mind. However, I 
do listen carefully to those closest to 
Russia who have better insights than 
the American pundits, academics, and 
foreign policy theorists. 

I happen to be cochair of the Senate 
Baltic Freedom Caucus, so I interact 
regularly with Estonians, Latvians, 
and Lithuanians—three countries that 
in 1940 the Soviet Union absorbed into 
it, and then since about 1990, they have 
been independent of Russia. So you can 
see these countries are historically 
Western in every sense except geog-
raphy, but they have had a long and 
often painful exposure to the Russian- 
Soviet-KGB way of thinking. 

Our Baltic friends can help others in 
the West who cannot seem to fathom 
what is going through Putin’s mind. 
The fact that we cannot understand 
Putin’s mindset is because he doesn’t 
think like modern Western leaders. 

Now, this is important insight from 
my Baltic contacts. Putin is stuck in 
the 17th and 18th centuries. Now, you 
know I like history, so this is some-
thing that I can understand. Putin 
thinks like a czar expanding his em-
pire. He regrets the collapse of the So-
viet Union—not because of communist 
ideology but because it reconstituted 
the Russian empire. 

In foreign policy, it is easy to assume 
other countries are just like us. Ex-
perts don’t know what to make of an 
18th-century imperialist. 

Some observers have speculated that 
Putin has gone crazy because he does 
not seem to be acting rationally, but 
from the standpoint of someone who 
thinks Ukraine is not a real country, 
as Putin has said for decades, and who 
regrets the collapse of the ‘‘evil em-
pire,’’ he is acting rationally. 

Our Baltic allies have been warning 
the West that Putin is an aggressor 
since well before the current invasion 
of Ukraine, before the 2014 invasion of 
neutral Ukraine, before the disastrous 
Obama administration ‘‘reset’’ of rela-
tions with Russia, and before the 2008 
invasion of Georgia. 

The Baltics have often been dis-
missed as hysterical or Russophobic or 
at least exaggerating when they warn 
about Russia. Well, the world has 
awakened to the fact that the Baltics 
were right all along. 

We should have armed Ukraine to the 
teeth years ago. Putin only under-
stands strength. 

What lessons should have been 
learned from Putin’s pattern of aggres-
sion over the years? Putin only under-
stands strength, and weakness is pro-
vocative. 

During the Hungarian uprising of 
1956, when the Hungarian people were 
protesting to break free of Soviet con-
trol, the Eisenhower administration in 
this country paid lipservice to the aspi-
rations for freedom but was secretly 
obsessed with not provoking the Sovi-
ets. 

Eisenhower’s Secretary of State, Dul-
les, made his speech in Dallas, TX, 
where he said this: 

The [United States] has no ulterior pur-
pose in desiring the independence of the sat-
ellite countries. . . . We do not look upon 
these nations as potential military allies. So 
you can see the expansion of NATO 
today proves how wrong Dulles was at 
that time. 

However, after the Dulles speech, he 
then cabled the U.S. Embassy in Mos-
cow, instructing that this be brought 
to the attention of the highest Soviet 
authorities. Any wonder why Hungary 
wasn’t freed at that time? 

The Estonian historian and also its 
former Prime Minister, Mart Laar, 
maintains that this message from Dul-
les was interpreted by Moscow as a 
carte blanche to intervene and the 
Americans would not stand in the way. 
That is why he titled the relevant 
chapter in his book on the rise and fall 
of communism in the region ‘‘The lost 
opportunity: 1956.’’ 

So what do our Baltic friends advise 
right now in the face of Putin’s threats 
to escalate if we supply Ukraine with 
fighter jets or other advanced weapons? 

Believe it or not, their advice is to 
relax. In other words, don’t overreact 
to Putin’s threats. 

We have a nuclear deterrent and 
Putin knows that. The more we show 
we are scared by his threats, the harder 
he will push. And we absolutely need to 
stop declaring what we will not do in 
regard to Russia’s invasion of Ukraine. 
That just seems to embolden Putin to 
push harder. 

The failure to push back the previous 
Russian aggressions—and that is not 
just a Biden problem. That is a prob-
lem of both Republican and Demo-
cratic Presidents before. Also the fail-
ure to enforce previous redlines in 
Syria and the perception of weakness 
from the Afghanistan pullout debacle— 
those three things are at least part of 
the reason for what is going on in 
Ukraine. 

I hope President Biden has picked up 
on this as well. 

Now is the time to redouble our ef-
forts to reinforce Ukraine. Putin ap-
pears to have accepted that he cannot 
conquer all of Ukraine, but he is very 
definitely repositioning his forces to 
take as big of a chunk of the country 
as he can. 

Ukraine must win this war—on to 
victory. Anything short of a Ukraine 
victory is an invitation for further 
Russian aggression elsewhere and, who 
knows, maybe even encouraging China. 

We have got to stop the finger-point-
ing. We have got to stop the excuses, 
and we have got to get Ukraine air de-
fenses, drones, and anything else to 
shift the balance. 

To date, the United States and our 
allies have supplied the heroic Ukrain-
ian military with the kinds of weapons 
that have allowed them to hang on 
while their cities are shelled and civil-
ians are massacred. 

The battle for Kyiv may have been 
won, but the battle for the east is only 
going to intensify. Unless we tip the 
balance, this could go on for a long, 
long time. 

We have seen how brutal the Russian 
occupation has been in just 1 month. 
Imagine months and months of this in 
eastern Ukraine. 

I have a bill with my friend Senator 
DURBIN to guarantee that the United 
States will backfill certain critical 
weapons transferred to Ukraine by our 
eastern flank of NATO allies. Many 
NATO countries have been very gen-
erous in handing over their weapons to 
Ukraine. This is leaving a security gap 
in those very countries. But they know 
that if Putin isn’t stopped in Ukraine, 
then those countries are at greater 
risk. As Estonian Prime Minister Kaja 
Kallas says, Putin cannot even think 
he has won or his appetite will only 
grow. 

Some of our NATO allies also have 
air defense systems and drones that 
could make a big difference in Ukraine. 

There are rumors of negotiations to 
supply items needed in Ukraine, pro-
vided there is agreement to acquire 
American replacements. My bill with 
Durbin would provide that assurance 
up front without the redtape that 
seems to be involved in almost every-
thing we do to help Ukraine. 

Putin has talked constantly about 
what he calls ‘‘demilitarization and 
denazification’’ as his justification for 
launching this brutal invasion of 
Ukraine. That phrase does not make 
much sense on its face, but, again, we 
have to keep in mind that Putin has an 
imperial mindset. 

No military analyst looking at 
Ukraine and Russia could possibly 
think that Ukraine posed any military 
threat to Russia. The Russian military 
dwarfs the Ukrainian one in manpower 
as well as equipment. In fact, it is clear 
that Putin and his military leaders un-
derestimated the fighting ability of the 
Ukrainians. 

The same is frankly true of NATO’s 
military power along Russia’s borders. 
What Putin means by ‘‘demilitarizing’’ 
is to shrink Ukraine’s military to the 
point that that country is indefensible. 
He wants Ukraine totally susceptible 
to Russian threats, meaning back with-
in Russia’s sphere of influence. 

Now, what about the term 
‘‘denazification’’? Ever since World 
War II, Soviet leaders routinely labeled 
those in the Soviet Republics who ex-
pressed a desire for independence that 
they were fascist or Nazi. It is pretty 
clear that Putin’s initial goal was to 
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eliminate Ukraine’s current govern-
ment, starting with President 
Zelenskyy. So despite being descended 
from Holocaust survivors, 
denazification starts, from Putin’s 
point of view, by eliminating a Jewish 
President, Zelenskyy. 

A recent article in a Russian state- 
run publication, RIA Novosti, con-
firmed that denazification means that 
the elected government must be elimi-
nated as well as the Ukrainian mili-
tary. But this article goes on to say: 

However, in addition to the top, a signifi-
cant part of the masses who are passive 
Nazis, accomplices of Nazism, are also 
guilty. They supported and indulged Nazi 
power. . . . Denazification will inevitably be 
de-Ukrainianization. 

This ought to be very chilling to all 
of us, especially in light of the mas-
sacre at Bucha that we saw on tele-
vision this week and other Ukrainian 
cities. 

That statement reminds me of this 
quote from Catherine the Great after 
she completed her takeover of an inde-
pendent Ukrainian state just 10 years 
before our own Declaration of Inde-
pendence: 

Every effort should be made to eradicate 
them and their age from memory. 

‘‘Them’’ meaning the Ukrainians. 
Stalin killed millions of Ukrainians 

by intentionally starving them to 
death with the same goal in the early 
1930s. 

Now, you know that Putin has 
praised Stalin and is now imitating 
Stalin. 

The U.N. Genocide Convention de-
fines genocide to mean ‘‘any of the fol-
lowing acts committed with intent to 
destroy, in whole or in part, a national, 
ethnical, racial, or religious group, as 
such: (a) Killing members of the group; 
(b) Causing serious bodily or mental 
harm to members of the group; (c) De-
liberately inflicting on the group con-
ditions of life calculated to bring about 
its physical destruction in whole or in 
part; (d) Imposing measures intended 
to prevent births within the group; (e) 
Forcibly transferring children of the 
group to another group.’’ 

That sure seems to fit with what we 
know about Putin and his occupation 
of Ukraine. 

There is one last lesson that we can 
learn from our Baltic friends. Despite 
the murder and deportation to Siberia 
of masses of Estonians, Latvians, and 
Lithuanians to suppress their national 
identity, there were 10 years of active 
guerilla warfare by bands of what they 
called Forest Brothers. In fact, resist-
ance never really ended until the Bal-
tic countries threw off Soviet rule. 

I will leave you with the first few 
lines of the Ukrainian national an-
them: 
The glory and freedom of Ukraine has not 

yet perished. 
Luck will still smile on us, brother-Ukrain-

ians. 
Our enemies will die, as the dew does in the 

sunshine, 
And we, too, brothers, we’ll live happily in 

our land. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. PADILLA. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

CONFIRMATION OF KETANJI BROWN JACKSON 
Mr. PADILLA. Madam President, I 

rise today to celebrate the confirma-
tion of now Justice Ketanji Brown 
Jackson as a Justice on the Supreme 
Court of the United States of America. 

It is an important moment for our 
country but also a special moment for 
me because Angela, my wife, and two 
of our sons are here visiting the Cap-
itol this week. They witnessed history 
in the making when we voted to con-
firm, just a few minutes ago, Justice 
Jackson. Angela and I take great joy in 
knowing that not just our three sons 
but young people across the country 
will see Justice Ketanji Brown Jackson 
as an example of the great heights that 
they, too, can achieve. 

For the very first time in our Na-
tion’s history, the Senate has con-
firmed a Black woman to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. For only 
the sixth time, we have confirmed a 
woman to the Supreme Court, and for 
the fourth time, we have confirmed a 
working mother. It is also the first 
time in 50 years that the Senate has 
confirmed a Justice with public defense 
experience. 

This nomination represents progress, 
and I am heartened that it was a bipar-
tisan majority of Senators who came 
together to make history today. I also 
know that this progress would not have 
been possible without someone who 
was brave enough to step ahead on her 
own; without someone willing to work 
twice as hard in order to be the first; 
without someone able to persevere no 
matter how challenging, how difficult, 
or how full of doubt her path ahead 
may sometimes be. 

It shouldn’t have been this hard. As 
you know, I am a member of the Judi-
ciary Committee, so I can attest that, 
when then-Judge Jackson came before 
the committee with an outstanding ju-
dicial record, with bipartisan acclaim, 
and historic qualifications, she came 
prepared. She did answer a whole range 
of important questions, and she was 
forthcoming. She was clear and gra-
cious. 

Many Senators took the opportunity 
to engage deeply on issues that will 
shape the future of our Nation—issues 
like the role of technology and innova-
tion, voting rights, Tribal sovereignty, 
and much, much more; but, sadly, as 
has been referenced, some of our col-
leagues chose to fill their time with 
hostility, bad faith, and misleading 
smears. 

They chose to hold Judge Jackson to 
a different standard than other Su-
preme Court nominees whom they 

themselves had previously supported. 
In the same breath as they tried to 
praise Judge Jackson’s character and 
qualifications, they denigrated her mo-
tives; they questioned her impartiality 
and made up excuse after excuse for 
why they couldn’t support her nomina-
tion. It was painful to watch, not just 
for me but for people across the coun-
try. 

Judge Jackson was in the spotlight 
for days, but she continually met dis-
respect with calm composure. It is an 
experience that is all too common for 
those with the audacity to break new 
ground. Judge Jackson was unfairly 
tested, but she persevered. 

I believe that Judge Jackson de-
served better than the treatment she 
received during the confirmation proc-
ess. When you see Senators cast aside 
their good faith in questioning nomi-
nees, the threat to the integrity of our 
justice system is very real, and the 
cynicism it breeds for our institutions 
is real. These are the issues that this 
Senate and that each Senator must 
confront. 

But, today, I want to—and I choose 
to—celebrate the historic achievement 
of this confirmation. 

Over the last few weeks, I have re-
ceived thousands of letters and emails 
and other messages, including on social 
media, from Californians who support 
Justice Jackson’s confirmation. The 
messages have come from people of all 
backgrounds and from every corner of 
my home State. I have heard from Cali-
fornians who admire the tenacity, the 
grace, and the integrity that Justice 
Jackson showed in committee. I have 
also gotten messages from so many 
Californians, young Californians, who 
see themselves in Justice Jackson’s 
story and from Californians who say 
that the Court and our country will be 
better because of her service. 

So, as we cast our historic votes, I 
celebrate the better America that we 
are building, wherein our courts better 
reflect and understand the diverse 
country that they serve. I celebrate the 
joy that Justice Jackson has brought 
to people across not just California but 
across the Nation. I celebrate the com-
mitment to equal rights and equal jus-
tice that she will bring to the Supreme 
Court; and I celebrate the inspiration 
that she provides to young people, es-
pecially young people of color, who will 
write the next chapter of our American 
story. 

When Judge Jackson introduced her-
self to the American people in the 
course of the confirmation hearing in 
the Judiciary Committee, she said that 
she stood on the shoulders of the civil 
rights icon and her personal hero, 
Judge Constance Baker Motley. For 
many in the next generation, their 
hero will be Justice Ketanji Brown 
Jackson. 

I have shared with others and want 
to share again today that this con-
firmation represents one more step to-
ward making our institutions and our 
courts more inclusive for all Ameri-
cans. 
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